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mind. In the early autumn the papers contain little 
else than maps of battlefields and pictures of contending 
armies, and discussions of merits and defects, and the 
laudations of rulers and lords of the magnificent spec- 
tacle presented. The one conclusion reached by every 
peace-loving nation at the end of its autumnal maneu T 
vers is that the army battalions must be increased, and 
that the line of fighting ships must be still further ex- 
tended. This is part of the game. 

BREEDING CONSTANT FEAR. 

War breeds disquieting rumors and sows anxieties and 
fears; so also does armed peace. Dreadnaughts inspire 
fear in many quarters, but chiefly in the heart of tne 
nation which builds them. No nation has so many of 
them as England, and no nation is in such a chronic 
state of trepidation. More than once in recent years 
England has been on the verge of hysterics. This has 
been the work of her military and naval experts. They 
have frightened some people out of their senses. 

The frenzied letters which appear from day to day in 
the newspapers, some of them from military and naval 
officials, some from obscure and humble patriots, clam- 
oring for still further increases in army and navy, and 
pointing out ways in which the approaching doom may 
be averted, bear pathetic witness to the terrorism which 
armed peace inspires. The work of waging war is not 
half so frightening as the task of maintaining an armed 
peace. England was never so frightened when she was 
fighting Spain or France or Eussja ,as now when, sur- 
rounded by Dreadnaughts, she is keeping the peace. 

Even in suffering and death armed peace and war are 
twin brothers. War cannot be played without multi- 
plying graves. Aerial scouts fall and are killed. Big 
naval vessels run down smaller ones, and young men 
sink never to rise again. Submarines refuse to fulfill 
expectations, and precious lives are snuffed out. Guns 
burst on the land and magazines explode on the sea, 
and new names are added to the roll of the dead. 

Indeed, armed peace and war are so much alike that 
the first is likely to pass into the second almost any day. 
In America there are innocent people who believe that 
huge armaments exist in the interest of peace. In Eu- 
rope that stage of credulity has been outgrown. All far- 
seeing Europeans know that armed peace is the prelim- 
inary of war. The naval and military correspondents 
acknowledge this. 

So firm is the conviction that war is inevitable that 
men are discussing in the newspapers the desirability of 
cutting a canal at enormous expense from the Clyde to 
the Forth for the swift transfer of battleships from one 
sea to another, and the necessity of establishing at once, 
here and there throughout England, enormous gran- 
aries for the storing of flour for the feeding of the peo- 
ple when the outside sources of supply are cut off. The 
country has been flooded with pamphlets written by 
military experts showing how easily England can be 
starved. 

I feel in London just as I felt in Berlin, exceedingly 
amazed; amazed that Christian rulers, who call them- 
selves defenders of the Christian faith, should take such 
conspicuous and jubilant interest in the work of ex- 
tending and perfecting the apparatus devised for human 
slaughter; amazed also that the Christian statesmen 
of two Christian empires should lack the wisdom ade- 



quate to meet humanity's most crying need at the pres- 
ent hour. The curious thing is that I never could find 
anybody in Germany who wants to fight England, and 
I have not been able to find in England anybody who 
wants to fight Germany. Nobody wants to fight, and 
yet there goes up this shrill and constant cry for more 
guns. Just where the cry comes from, and why it is 
so vigorous and persistent, is the first problem which 
the Carnegie Peace Foundation would do well to con- 
sider. 

There are sundry things now hidden which ought to 
be revealed. The most elaborate and demoralizing 
foolery extant is the armed peace of Christendom. A 
mighty effort is just now on foot to suck the English 
colonies into the wild vortex, and this means the tight- 
ening of the bonds between all German-speaking States. 
The Old World, debilitated by her folly, would now 
draw on the resources of the New. At the very time 
when new lands are most in need of plowshares and 
pruning hooks they are urged to beat them into swords 
and spears. There is no prayer which an American 
needs to pray more fervently or more often than, "From 
the crowding horrors of an armed peace, good Lord, 
deliver us !" 

'London, Oct. 10, 1912. 



The Cost of Militarism. 

Sir John Brunner, president of the National Liberal 
Federation, at the middle of October addressed a letter 
on foreign policy to the chairmen of the Liberal Asso- 
ciations throughout Great Britain. The text of the 
letter is as follows : 

Dear Sie: I am impelled to write this letter to you 
by a strong feeling of responsibility. The Liberal party 
has been engaged during six years of office in an arduous 
struggle with the mighty forces of privilege, monopoly, 
and protection. In this short period three great general 
elections have been fought and won. The Budget, the 
Parliament bill, old-age pensions, national insurance, 
Home Rule, and Welsh disestablishment have absorbed 
all our energies. Foreign politics have not received the 
attention they deserve. But the Morocco crisis of last 
year and the warlike concentration of fleets in the North 
Sea, which excited so much apprehension, have opened 
the eyes of the sleepiest politicians to a new and press- 
ing danger. Every one now sees that prosperity and 
progress at home are bound up with the cause of inter- 
national peace. Armaments and war spell poverty and 
ruin. The great Liberal victory of 1906 was won on a 
programme of peace, retrenchment and reform. Con- 
ciliation in South Africa seemed to usher in a policy 
of friendliness and good-will which would be followed 
by a wide extension of international law, and a general 
happy reduction in the burden of armaments. We can 
still say with thankfulness that Great Britain has re- 
mained at peace during the whole period of Liberal 
rule — a happy contrast with the previous ten years of 
Unionist administration, which promoted a dozen wars 
in different parts of the empire. Moreover, while Sir 
Henry Campbell-Bannerman lived there was some re- 
laxation in the growth of military and naval expendi- 
ture, though by no means in proportion to the legitimate 
expectations of the party. 
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Mr. Asquith, as Chancellor of the Exchequer, put a 
severe check on the wasteful system of borrowing for 
naval and military works, but the false and shameful 
naval panic of 1909 swept away the spirit of prudence 
and economy. Since then no less than 13 millions have 
been added to the naval estimates, while the cost of the 
German navy has increased by only four. Our Foreign 
Office and Admiralty have yielded to the clamour of the 
jingo press in its campaign of mendacity and provoca- 
tion. Parliament has been misled, and estimates have 
been founded upon false forecasts of German expendi- 
ture. No heed has been paid to the protests of the Na- 
tional Liberal Federation or to the constant criticisms 
of Liberal economists in Parliament and the press. The 
invention and advertisement of the Dreadnought by our 
admiralty have proved a curse to mankind, and not least 
to our own people and our German neighbors, for both 
sorely need the money thus wasted to remove slums, to 
improve housing in town and country, and to multiply 
gardens. If this destructive rivalry in naval armaments 
goes on unchecked it threatens to submerge civilization 
and to destroy society. There is no limit to the taxa- 
tion which armaments can impose on rich and poor 
alike, as we see by the case of Japan, which now has a 
high tariff and an income tax rising to 5s. in the pound 
in order to pay for a conscript army and a large fleet. 

To my mind it is the plain duty of the British gov- 
ernment, which forced modern battleships upon the 
world, to make amends. It is the plain duty of the 
Liberal party, the inheritor of Gladstone's teachings, to 
express itself now in language which the Prime Minis- 
ter and his colleagues cannot mistake! There has been 
a lamentable failure to devise remedies for a situation 
the misery, folly, and wickedness of which have been 
emphasized over and over again by Mr. Asquith and 
Sir Edward Grey. Perhaps the central mischief is that 
diplomacy by secret treaties and dubious understandings 
has twisted and perverted the welcome friendship with 
France into a dangerous entanglement which has spoiled 
our relations with Germany. The result is that the 
military party in France has been encouraged to hope 
for British aid in an attack on Germany, while the Bus- 
sian government has used the moral prestige of our sup- 
port for a policy of aggression and oppression in Fin- 
land and Persia, and — worst of all for purely British 
interests- — the North Sea has become the scene of mu- 
tual suspicion and of warlike preparations unparalleled 
in cost and magnitude. Over the North Sea one-half 
of our shipping and commerce passes daily. Our chief 
European customer and our best commercial friends 
among the great powers is arming nervously and rapidly 
in order to protect her own mercantile marine from 
the menace of our greatly superior fleet. With equal 
nervousness and greater rapidity our own fleet is 
being enlarged regardless of cost. The awful warn- 
ing of the Morocco crisis has gone by, but the sore is 
unhealed. Lord Haldane's mission to Berlin was 
ruined by Mr. Churchill's warlike speeches. There 
have been faults on both sides, but who can doubt that 
the coldness and pessimism of our own Foreign Office 
have been a persistent obstacle to that Anglo- German 
entente which the peoples on both sides of the North 
Sea clearly desired. 



We have been told over and over again that arma- 
ments depend upon policy. If this be true, there must 
be something wrong in a policy which has increased the 
cost of armaments by 13 millions in four years. Our 
National Liberal Federation is the accredited organ of 
Liberalism. It has now a duty to perform to the gov- 
ernment and to the country. It has to ask for a change 
of policy which will remove the friction and suspicions 
by which war is generated, and thus lead to a reduction 
in armaments. Let us, at any rate, of the National 
Liberal Federation make known that we wish to live on 
terms of friendship and mutual confidence with our 
German neighbors. We ask that the British govern- 
ment shall frankly adopt the policy of exempting from 
capture all peaceful shipping and all peaceful property 
on sea in time of war. This is the American proposal 
which was supported at the last Hague Conference by 
Germany and a majority of the powers. If this policy 
is adopted the main reason, the reason which has been 
accepted and "endorsed by the German people, for the 
expansion of the German fleet will be removed, and the 
one great danger to our food supply in time of war will 
disappear. Let it go forth from the National Liberal 
Federation that we demand and require a clear under- 
standing—that English Liberalism at any rate shall 
have no part or lot in military and naval projects for an 
attack on Germany. This is a sane and simple policy. 
In pressing it forward we are advocating an enlight- 
ened patriotism, and we are merely asking that the best 
traditions of Liberal policy should be maintained abroad 
as well as at home. This is a personal and not an offi- 
cial letter, but I take this opportunity of strongly rec- 
ommending to you the adoption by your association of 
the two appended resolutions. Believe me, 



Yours, &c, 



John Bkunnek. 



Eesolutions. 



That this meeting, while heartily desiring a contin- 
uance of the friendly relations which have been estab- 
lished with France, urges the Government to make it 
clear that no understanding or intention is thereby im- 
plied as to military or naval action against any other 
power, and further expresses a strong opinion that 
equally friendly relations upon a similar footing ought 
to be established with Germany. 

IE 

That this meeting urges His Majesty's government 
to enter into international treaties with the United 
States and other powers for the purpose of securing all 
peaceful shipping and merchandise from capture or de- 
struction in time of war. 



Just as we go to press the news comes of the death 
of Albert K. Smiley at his winter home at Bedlands, 
California, at the age of eighty-five. We shall speak 
further of his great work in our next issue. 



